From: Eastin, Darryl

To: Rachael Markle (rmarkle@shorelinewa.gov)

Subject: FW: Point Wells - County road access and design standards
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:49:59 PM

Attachments: EDDS 3-01 road circulation.pdf

Hi Rachael,

Here is the e-mail | sent to Gary Huff, with BSRE regarding the EDDS access requirement that would
apply to the Point Wells project.

Darryl

Darryl Eastin, AICP

Principal Planner

Snohomish County Planning & Development Services
425-388-3311, X1068
Darryl.Eastin@co.snohomish.wa.us

NOTICE: All emails, and attachments, sent to and from Snohomish County are public records and
may be subject to disclosure pursuant to the Public Records Act (RCW 42.56)

From: Eastin, Darryl

Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 3:03 PM

To: Gary Huff (GHuff@karrtuttle.com)

Cc: Brown, Mark A.; Olson, Erik; McEwen, Robert; Rowe, Tom; Dobesh, Michael; Brunner, Gretchen
(gbrunner@eaest.com)

Subject: Point Wells - County road access and design standards

Hi Gary,

| recently received a question from the City of Shoreline regarding access to the Point Wells project
site. The question was would the County’s Engineering Development and Design Standards (EDDS)
for road circulation (EDDS Section 3-01(5) (Road Circulation — Layout and Design) apply to the Point
Wells project. That section requires that a road serving more than 250 Average Daily Trips (ADTs)
be connected in at least two locations with another road or roads that met the applicable
standard(s) for the resulting traffic volume. In other words, any development project that is
estimated to generate more than 250 ADTs would be required to provide at least two road access
points to the site. Last week Mark Brown and | met with Erik Olson and Bob McEwen (Public Works
Transportation Specialist) who were both instrumental in the developing the recent amendments to
vehicle access requirements in the County’s Uniform Development Code (UDC) and the EDDS to
address this question. The consensus at the meeting was that EDDS 3-01(5) would apply to the
Point Wells project site. Therefore, per the EDDS, two road access points are required to the Point
Wells project. However, EDDS provisions do allow a project proponent to submit an application to
the County Engineer to review a request for a deviation to standards in the EDDS, including access
standards.

The attached EDDS standards for road circulation are the standards that were in effected when the
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3-01

CHAPTER 3
ROAD DESIGN

ROAD CIRCULATION

~ A. General

Road circulation is important in road system design for the following reasons:

Operation of the arterial road system is improved by dispersing local traffic onto
multiple roads and access points;

Response time for emergency services is reduced;

Time and mileage traveled by individuals and service providers, including school
bus transpertaticn, mail delivery, utilities, etc. is reduced; and

Use of transit systems, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities, is promoted.

B. lLayout and Design

The following criteria for road circulation shall be used in the layout and design of new
road systems: : L

1)

2)

,3)

4)

)

Road systems internal to developments shall be designed to promote the
convenient circulation of traffic without reliance on the arterial road system.
Circulation shall be provided in a manner, where possible, that will allow
subsequent developments to meet these standards.

Internal road systems may censist of public or private roads or access ways
with standards described in this chapter. Code requirements for roads and
access are contained in Chapter 30.24 SCC. '

Road systems shall be designed with intersecting roads so that the maximﬁjm

- distance between intersections (measured from centerline to centerline),: or

between an intersection and a road end, does not exceed 800 feet in urban
areas or 1320 feet in rural areas.

Road stubs shall be constructed to the boundary of adjacent parcels to create
an interconnected road system, unless topography, critical areas or other
factors make road construction impractical, A road stub proposal shall include
information to demonstrate that the off-site road connection is constructible.
That is, the location is such that an off-site road connection could be made that
would avoid sensitive areas or topographical constraints, and be a feasible road
location for adjacent [and development.

A road serving more than 250 ADT shall be connected in at least two locations -
with another road or roads that meet the applicable standard(s) for the
resulting traffic volume.
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6)

Block ‘lengths in urban areas shall be between 125 feet and 800 feet. The
roads defining a block shall comply with the minimum centeriine offset
standards of Section 3-09. Access points within a block shall comply with the

- separation and corner clearance requirements of Sections 2-04 and 2-05.

7) A road connection shall be made to any road stub on an adjacent parcel that

8)

has been constructed to the.shared boundary. This requirement may be
waived by deviation where it can be shown that topography, critical areas or
other factors make the connection impractical. However, a road connection
shall be provided elsewhere to achieve the 800-foot (urban)/1320-foot (rural)
road fength criteria in Section- 3-01.B.2 above.

Where a road stub on an adjacent parcel has been established by right-of-way
or easement, but is not yet constructed to the shared boundary, then the road
connection shall be constructed tc meet the existing road on the adjacent
parcel. This regquirement may be waived by deviation where it can be shown
that topography, critical areas or cther factors make the connection impractical.
However, a road connection shall be provided elsewhere to achieve the 800-
foot (urban)/1320-foat (rural) criteria above.

9) The Engineer may determine that a non-motorized connection (shared use path

or bikeway) between developments is appropriate in place of a roadway,
through the deviation process.

3-02 ROAD CLASSIFICATION

Roads maintained by Snohomish County are classified for funding purposes using the
Federal Functional Classification system. A list of road classifications is available from
Public Works.

A. Arterial Classifications
The Snohomish County Arterial Circulation map contained in the Transportation

‘Element of the Comprehensive Plan classifies County arterials into the following three

categories. Refer to Secticn 3-04 for design criteria.

32

1)

2)

3)

Principal Arterial

Principal arterials provide for movement across and between large subareas
of the County and serve predominately "through trips” with minimum direct
service to abutting land uses.

Minor Arterial (Urban) / Major Collector (Rural)

Minor arterials provide for movement within the large subareas of the
County. They may serve secondary fraffic generators and traffic from
neighborhood to neighborhood within a larger community.

Collector Arterial (Urban) / Minor Collector (Rural)

Collector arterials provide for movement within the smaller subareas of the
County and from "higher" arterials to non-arterial roads. They may also -

~ serve neighborhood traffic generators, .

Engineering Design and Development Standards 2009
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urban center development land use and short plat applications were submitted in 2011.

Please let both myself and Mark Brown know if you have any questions or need any additional
information.

Thanks.

Darryl

Darryl Eastin, AICP

Principal Planner

Snohomish County Planning & Development Services
425-388-3311, X1068

Darryl.Eastin@co.snohomish.wa.us

NOTICE: All emails, and attachments, sent to and from Snohomish County are public records and
may be subject to disclosure pursuant to the Public Records Act (RCW 42.56)
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